Employment of auditory brainstem responses in verification and objectification of impairment of hearing in criminal legal proceedings
There are numerous subjective and objective diagnostic methods which allow for assessing the degree of the hearing loss and its anatomical location. Despite widespread availability of those methods, especially the subjective ones, such as pure tone audiometry or speech audiometry, diagnostic errors still frequently occur. They may lead to drawing false conclusions and issuing a fallacious medicolegal expert opinion, which obviously aggravates the situation of the defendant. Medicolegal experience has shown that these errors may result from employment of classic, subjective only methods of hearing examination and failure to perform objective tests, in particular auditory brainstem responses (ABR), autoacustic emissions (OAEs) and audiometry impendance (AI).